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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 -9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's admitted prior art, (AAPA), specification, page 1 , lines 22 through page 2, 
lines 17, in view of Kingman, .2,386,900. AAPA discloses a sanding block comprising 
an abrasive grit bonded to a flexible, compressible, polymeric foam core (P.1, Is. 23-24), 
the sanding block conforming, when viewed macroscopically before the sanding block 
becomes worn, substantially to a block having two expansive sides and two adjacent 
sides, (P. 1 , Is. 24 - P. 2, Is, 7) wherein both of the expansive sides are abrasive, 
wherein each of the expansive sides has two opposite edges, at each of which one of 
the adjacent sides adjoins the expansive sides, wherein for each expansive side a given 
one of the opposite edges, when viewed macroscopically before the sanding block 
becomes worn, is a sharp edge (P. 2, Is. 8-11); wherein, when viewed macroscopically 
before the sanding block becomes worn, the each sharp edge defines an acute angle in 
a range from about 55° to about 70° (P. 2, Is. 8-11); wherein both expansive and 
adjacent sides are abrasive. AAPA does not disclose that edges opposite the sharp 
edges are curved, that the radius is not less than about 1/8 inch at any location on the 
curved edge, that the radii of the curved edges is equal. '900 discloses an abrasive 
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block comprising one sharp-edged profile and three curved-edged profiles of different 
radii, designed to fit different surfaces that are to be abraded, (P. 2, c. 2, Is. 8-70). '900 
clearly teaches that abrasive blocks for manual use can have sharp-edged or curved 
corner surfaces of either straight or curved profile to ideally match the surfaces 
designed to be manually abraded. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have provided AAPA with opposite curved edges, as taught by '900, as the 
use of a known technique taught by '900 to improve a similar device, i.e., the prior art 
sanding block, AAPA. Further, '900 teaches curved edges of different sizes adapted to 
conform to the geometry of various curved intersecting surfaces. This is evidence of a 
recognition in the art that curved edges can be of different radii, to adapt the pad to 
different intended uses, or of the same radii, dependent on the intended use of the 
curved edges. Accordingly, one of ordinary skill would find a 1/8 inch radius to be a 
matter of choice for one of ordinary skill in this art. 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments filed 28 November 201 1 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. In response to applicant's argument that Kingman is 
nonanalogous art, it has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of 
applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem 
with which the applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for 
rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 
(Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the field of endeavor is hand held abrasive tools. Further, 
applicant argues that the claimed abrasive block is used for drywall finishing, not 
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scouring kitchen utensils. However, applicant has not claimed any structure that would 
restrict the use of the block to abrading dry wall. Applicant further argues that the rigid 
core taught by Kingman requires the four different edge profiles because the core 
cannot conform to the diversity of shapes and curvatures of the workpieces, therefore 
one of ordinary skill would not look to Kingman to teach curved edges to a block having 
a "flexible, compressible, polymeric foam" core. The examiner disagrees. Kingman is 
relied upon to teach that edges of an abrasive block may be curved, and not the core, 
which is taught by AAPA. It is the examiner's position that one of ordinary skill in the 
art, would consider the modification of AAPA based on Kingman obvious, for the 
predictable result of shaping the block to a particular workpiece. Here, applicant has 
disclosed that the curved edge prevents damage to the workpiece, while allowing the 
workpiece to be abraded. Similarly, Kingman teaches that a curved edge prevents 
damage to the workpiece, in that the curved edge removes unwanted material from the 
workpiece, while allowing the workpiece to be abraded. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MAURINA RACHUBA whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4493. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 6:00AM- 
4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica Carter can be reached on 571 272 4475. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/M. Rachuba/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3727 



